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Comments Responses

BLM1. Acquisition of grazing permits would be a negotiated deal
between the rancher and conservation groups. Portions of
leases inside and outside the preserve are held by the same
rancher. The rancher would have to negotiate retention of water
rights during negotiations if not selling the portion outside the
preserve.

BLM2. We interpreted the scoping comment as a suggestion to include
in our plan a strategy for addressing night sky effects on the
park. The 1998 draft plan includes such a strategy on page 52.

BLM3. The details suggested by this scoping comment were beyond
the scope of this planning effort. However, we did address
management of proposed and currently operating mines in the
preserve on page 100 of the 1998 draft plan. A strategy for
dealing with abandoned mines is included on page 83 of the
1998 draft plan. Mines outside the preserve are not addressed
in the document.

BLM4. As stated on page 33 of the 1998 draft plan, the list of scoping
issues was derived from a series of combined interagency
scoping meetings. Not all are relevant to the Mojave plan.
Statements not applicable have been removed.
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Comments Responses

BLM5. Rejection of this alternative is addressed in the 1998 draft
plan.

BLM6. The text has been revised.

BLM7. The text has been revised.

BLM8. The text has been updated.

BLM9. As stated in text, the Clark Mountain herd is the only BLM
herd management area (HMA) adjacent to Mojave National
Preserve.  Additional discussion of the impacts of the Bureau
of Land Management retaining the HMA adjacent to the
preserve has been included in this document.  See alternative 2
for a discussion regarding BLM/NPS cooperative burro
management alternative.

BLM10. Statement has been modified to clarify that it refers to federal
lands within the preserve.  The National Park Service has no
authority to dispose of these resources inside national parks.
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Comments Responses

BLM11. The text has been revised to indicate that the National Park
Service would request that the Bureau of Land Management
retire their portion of the allotment through a plan amendment.

BLM12. The existing management alternative has been updated to
reflect the recent addition of BLM staff at the NPS visitor
information center in Needles.  The text of the proposed action
and alternative three has also been modified to reflect a goal of
working cooperatively with other agencies to provide public
information.

BLM13.  A description of the wilderness resource has been added to
the “Affected Environment” section.

BLM14. The text has been revised.

BLM15. The text has been revised.

BLM16. The text has been revised.

BLM17. The text has been revised.
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BLM18. The text has been revised.

BLM19. The statement has been modified.

BLM20. The only known published information on historic desert
tortoise densities is addressed in the Recovery Plan and is
typically circumstantial evidence rather than surveyed
population data.

BLM21. The National Park Service also has federal standards that
apply and may be more stringent is some cases.

BLM22. Statement has been modified.

BLM23. The impact section has been modified to note that payments in
lieu of taxes do not fully replace lost property tax revenue
where private lands are acquired by the federal government.
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BLM24. Comment noted

BLM25. The paragraph preceding cumulative impacts on page 188 of
the 1998 draft plan addresses situations where mining
proposals may be denied.

BLM26. The statement is in error. Restrictions on hunting in this
alternative would provide almost no difference from the
proposed action. However, this alternative would provide
greater protection for cultural resources through the
preparation of a sensitive resource analysis for mineral
development activities.
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